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Leonid Andreev. FIG. IB. Hierarchical clustering of 46 cities of 15 states of the U.S.A. 
based on 108 climatic parameters. 
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FIG. 1A 



Leonid Andreev. FIG. IB. Hierarchical clustering of 46 cities of 15 states of the U.S.A. 
based on 108 climatic parameters, using a hybrid matrix obtained by hybridization of 108 
monomelic matrices. 
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FIG. IB 



Leonid Andreev. FIG. 2A. Clustering of artificially generated 3D scatter plot of 50 
points by ETSM-method. 




FIG. 2A 



Leonid Andreev. FIG. 2B. Clustering of artificially generated 3D scatter plot of 50 
points by ETSM-method, using hybrid matrix; monomeric matrices based on differences 
between distances. 
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Leonid Andreev. FIG. 3 A. Clustering of artificially generated 3D scatter plot of 50 
points by ETSM-method, using hybrid matrix; monomeric matrices based on XR-metric, 
B-constant = 1.10. 




FIG. 3A 



Leonid Andreev. FIG. 3B. Clustering of artificially generated 3D scatter plot of 50 
points by ETSM-method, using hybrid matrix; monomeric matrices based on XR-metric; 
each value increased by 1000 units. 




FIG. 3B 



Leonid Andreev. FIG. 3C. Clustering of artificially generated 3D scatter plot of 50 
points by ETSM-method, using hybrid matrix; monomelic matrices based on R-metric. 




Leonid Andreev. FIG. 4 A. Hierarchical clustering of 46 cities of 15 states of the U.S.A. 
based on 108 climatic parameters, using a hybrid matrix obtained by hybridization of 108 
monomelic matrices based on XR-metric. 
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FIG. 4A 



Leonid Andreev. FIG. 4B. Hierarchical clustering of 46 cities of 15 states of the U.S.A. 
based on 24 humidity parameters. 
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Leonid Andreev. FIG. 4C. Hierarchical clustering of 46 cities of 15 states of the U.S.A. 
based on 36 temperature parameters. 
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Leonid Andreev. FIG. 4D. Hierarchical clustering of 46 cities of 15 states of the U.S.A. 
based on 36 cloudiness parameters. 
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FIG. 4D 



Leonid Andreev. FIG. 4E. Hierarchical clustering of 46 cities of 15 states of the U.S.A. 
based on 12 precipitation parameters. 
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Leonid Andreev 

FIG. 5 A. Clustering of 80 countries based on 51 demographic parameters and R-metric. 
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Leonid Andreev 

Fig. 5B. Clustering of 80 countries based on 51 demographic parameters and XR-metric. 
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FIG. 5B 



Leonid Andreev. FIG. 5C. Clustering of 80 countries based on 51 demographic parameters and 
differences in parameters for each monomeric matrix. 
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Leonid Andreev 

FIG. 5D. Clustering of 80 countries based on 51 demographic parameters and Euclidean 
distances in 51 -dimensional space 
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FIG. 5D 



Leonid Andreev. FIG. 6 A. Hierarchical clustering of 46 cities of 15 states of the U.S.A. 
based on 108 climatic parameters, using a hybrid matrix obtained by hybridization of 2 
hybrid matrices, using R- and XR-metrics; B-constant =1.10. 
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FIG. 6A 



Leonid Andreev. FIG. 6B. Hierarchical clustering of 46 cities of 15 states of the U.S.A. 
based on 108 climatic parameters, using a hybrid matrix obtained by hybridization of 2 
hybrid matrices, using R- and XR-metrics; B-constant = 1.15. 
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FIG. 6B 



Leonid Andreev. FIG. 6C. Hierarchical clustering of 46 cities of 15 states of the U.S.A. 
based on 108 climatic parameters, using a hybrid matrix obtained by hybridization of 2 
hybrid matrices, using R- and XR-metrics; with parameter multiplication. 
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FIG. 6C 



Leonid Andreev 

FIG. 7. Public opinion poll on gun control law 
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Leonid Andreev. FIG. 8 A. Clustering of data in FIG. 7 based on hybrid matrix, using R- 
metrics; one-cycle division by ETSM-method. 
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Leonid Andreev. FIG. 8B. Clustering of data in FIG. 7 based on hybrid matrix, using R- 
metrics; one-cycle division by ETSM-method; with 3.6-multiplication of "less strict" 
parameter. 
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